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A FAIR 

R E PRESE NTATION 

O F 

His Majesty’s Right 

T O 

Nova-Scot I A or Acadie, 

I S Majefty’s Right to what 
is claimed as the Ancient Li- 
mits of Nova-Scotia or Aca^ 
die^ is fo juft and indifputable, 
and the Maintenance of it fo elTjntial to 
the Trade and Security of his other Co- 
lonies, that this Nation cannot but be 
alarmed to find the French calling that 
Right in Q^ftion, and attempting to re- 

A a duce 
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duce the Extent of the Britijh Domi- 
nions in thole Parts, to imaginary Bound- 
aries and arbitrary Limits ; however His 
Majefty, to convince the World that he 
forms no Pretenfions, but fuch as are 
founded upon a lawful Acquilition, has 
been pleafed to fubmit the Points m 
Qaedion to an amicable Negotiation, by 
Commiffaries fent to Pans for that Pur- 
pofe foon after the Treaty oi Aix-la-Cha- 
felk^ hoping by this Means to fettle the 
fame Tranquility in America^ as had been 
happily eftablilhed in Europe : But if all 
Endeavours to fo fdutary an End Ihould 
prove fruitlefs, and thefe Difputes be 
brought to fuch Extremities, as to re- 
quire a more difagreeable Method of De- 
cilion, ftill we have the Confolation of 
appealing to the Red of Mankind in Vin- 
dication of ^ our Claim, judined as it is, 
by the mod evident Proofs and convincing 
Arguments. Hence it becomes nccedary 
that the Publick diould be acquainted 
with the true State of His Majedy’s Ti- 
tle j and the more lb, dnee the French 

have 


have publhhed partial Reprefentations of 
the Difpute between us, by printing their 
Memorials without the Englifh Reply j 
and, together with them, diftributing a 
Treatife, entitled, A Summary Difcujjion 
of the Ancient Limits of Acadie, in order 
to prejudice all the Courts of Europe in 
Favour of their unjuftifiable Pretenfions. 
To obviate therefore the wrong Impref- 
fions that thefe might create, it has been 
thought expedient to print at London^ an 
Edition of All the Memorials upon this 
Point ; but thefe being very Voluminous, 
it may be proper, for the Satisfadion of 
fuch as have not Leifure to examine them, 
briefly to recapitulate what has been offer- 
ed in Support of His Majedy’s Claim, 
collected from the Englijh Memorials ; 
and of what has been advanced in Op- 
pofition to it, colledled from the above- 
mentioned Treatife and the French Me- 
morials. 

Firji^ Let it be obferved, that the 
Difpute between England and France is 

not 


not at prcfent concerning the Right 
to Acadicy but what are the Limits 
of Nova-Scotia or Acadie^ yielded to the 
Crown of Great-Britain by the Xllth 
Article of the Treaty of Utrecht. 

For this Purpofe the 'Englifi Commif- 
faries, by a Memorial dated the 21ft of 
September 1750, fet forth what was 
claimed on -the Part of Great-Britain, 
as the real Limits of that Country, de- 
tcribed to be bounded as follows : — “ On 
“ the Weft, towards New-England, by 
“ the Rher Penobfcot, other wile called 
“ Pentagoet j that is to fay, beginning 
“ at it’s Mouth, and from thence draw- 
“ ing a ftreight Line towards the North 
“ to the River of St. Laurence, or the 
Great River of Canada. 

“ by that River all along as far as Cap>e 
“ Roziers, fituated at its Entrance. — On 
the Eaft by the great Gulph of St. 
“ Laurence from Cape Roziers to the 
South-Eaft by the Iflands of Cape-Bre- 
“ ton, leaving thefe Iflands and the Gulph 
“ on the Right, and Newfoundland and 
. . “ the 
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“ the Iflands belonging to it on the Left, 
“ unto the Cape or Promontory called 
“ Cape-Breton. — On the South, by the 
“ Great Atlantic Ocean, going South- 
“ Weft from Cape-Breton by Cape-Sable ^ 
“ taking in the Ifland of that Name, 
“ round to the Bay of Fundi, as far as 
“ the Mouth of the River Penobfcot or 
“ PentagoetP 

But they obferved, ‘‘ That the Ifland 
“ of Cape-Breton, as alfo all others, both 
“ in the Mouth of the River St. Lau- 
rence, and in the Gulph of the lame 
Name, although delcribed as above to 
“ be \vithin the Ancient lAmits o^Acadiei 
“ are, neverthelefs, by the Xlllth Article 
of the Treaty of Utrecht, excepted and 
“ declared to remain under the French 
“ Jurifdidlion.” 

His Majefty s Cominiftaries having been 
•fo particular in defcribing the Boundaries 
of this Country, as claimed by the Crown 
of Great-Britain, it was expeded. That 
the French Commillaries, on their Part, 
would have been as *explicit ^ but, on the 

contrary. 
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contrary, by their Memorial, dated on tlie 
fame Day, they confined themfelves only 
to a Negative Aflertion, “ That Port- 
“ Royal was not comprifed within the 
Limits of Acadie^ and, confequently, 
“ that Ancient Acadie took in only a Part 
“ of the Peninfula which goes by that 
“ Namej — that the Ifland of CanceaUy 
being in the Mouth of the Gulph of St. 
LaurencCy was not comprifed within 
“ Acadie ; — that the Limits of New- 
“ Pngland and New-France had received 
“ no Alterations by the Treaty oi Utrecht y 
“ and therefore ought to remain as they 
were before : — And laftly, they refer- 
red themfelves, as to all other Particu- 
“ lars, to fuch Confequences as might be 
“ deduced from the Letter and Spirit of 
“ the Treaty of This Defcrip- 

tion not being Satisfactory, and being cal- 
led upon to mark out in a more particular 
Manner, what they deemed to be the An- 
cient Limits of Acadiey they contented 
themfelves with delivering only this fur- 
ther Declaration in Writing > namely, 

** That 
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That Ancient Acadie begins at the Ex* 
tremity of the Bay Fra^ipife from the 
Cape of St. Mary, or the Cape Four--- 
“ chu, that it extends along the Coaftj 
‘‘ and terminates at Cape Can^and' 

This, at firft fetting out, difcovers that 
the French had invented imaginary LimitSj 
and created, if I may be allowed the 
Expreflion, a New Acadie, under the 
Name of the Ancient One, of which they 
would allow us only a Part, and that an 
indeterminate Part, in lieu of All Acadie, 
which had been yielded to us in thofe ex- 
prefs Terms by the Treaty of Utrecht : 
And accordingly our Right to the Whole 
of that real Country has been fupported by 
folid Proofs, whilfl: they have endeavoured 
to prop their chimerical Syftem by wrong 
Citations and Mifconitrudtions of the 
Words and Intent of that Treaty, as will 
appear in the following Parts of this 
Treatife. 

Here, that the Publick may be apprifed 
of the Views of each Court in this Dif- 
cuflion, let it be obferved, that England 

B not 
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fiot only claims, as Nova-Scotia or Acadie^ 
all the Peninfula that goes by that Name^ 
but alfo all the Territory on the Continent 
above defcribed, within the Degrees of 43 
and 50 Northern Latitude ; and more 
particularly we inhft, that all the Sea 
Coafts of this Diftridl on the Atlantick 
Ocean, and round the Bay of Fundi y on 
which are fituated the Forts of Pentagoef 
and St. John on the North Side, and Port- 
Poynl or An 7 tapolis-Royaly on the South, 
are Parts of the Country yielded to us 
by the Treaty of Utrecht. But the French 
pretend, that neither thefe Forts, nor any 
Part of the Coafts round the Bay of Fun- 
di y are to be comprifed within the An- 
cient Limits of that Country : It was in- 
cumbent upon us therefore, to demon- 
ftrate our Right to thefe Coafts, and the 
particular Forts above-mentioned, as being 
all within the Ancient Limits of Nova- 
Scotia or Acadie. 

Accordingly the Fnglijh CommilTa- 
ries, as appears by their Memorials, pro- 
duced the Evidence of feveral Treaties 


con- 
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concluded between the two Crowns, 
with Hiftorical Accounts of the Pub- 
lick Tranfadlions to enforce the Terms 
of thofe Treaties, and Commiffions grant- 
ed, and Claims fet up, in Confequence 
of thena^ all uniting in the fame De- 
fcription of this Country, as demanded 
above by the Crown of Great-Britain : 
Which I lhall now endeavour briefly to 
fet forth by recapitulating the Proofs of 
its Limits and Boundaries at three diffe- 
rent Periods of Time. — Firft, at the Time 
* of concluding the Treaty of St. Germaines 
in the Year 1632. -^Secondly, at the 
Treaty of Breda in 1667. — And Third- 
ly, at the Treaty of Utrecht in 1713. 

The Treaty of St. Germain's^ bearing 
Pate the 29th of March 1632, was made, 
between Charles 1 . and Lewis XIII. for 
the Reftitution of New~France^, Acadia^ 
and Canada^ and the Ships and Merchan- 
dizes taken on both Sides, as appears by 
the Title ; And accordingly, by the |IId 
Article, the King of England^ on his Part, 
** Promiles, to reftore to his Moft Chri- 
3 2 ‘‘ ftian 
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Ilian Majefty, all tlie Places potfelTed 
by his Subjeds in New-France, Acadia^ 

** and Cciuddd j and to that Effed to fend 
Orders to fuch as Command in ForU 
Port-^ehec, and Cape-Breton, 
10 give up the laid Places and Forts, 
Although Acadie was thus given up 
in general Terms, and its Limits not de- 
feribed by this Treaty 5 yet the Reflitution 
that was made in Purfuance of it, and the 
Commiflions that were granted to the 
French Governors to take Pofleffion upon 
fuch Reftitution, very particularly point 
out the Extent of the Territory. 

As Proofs of this, feveral Original Com- 
miffions were produced, whereby it ap- 
peared, that the Court of France^ in con— 
Rituting certain Perfons, Governors and 
Lieutenants General oi Acadte^ mentioned 
the Forts of Pentcigoet and St. ^ohn, as 
being under their Jurifdidion ; and de- 
fcribed the Extent of the Country “ to be- 
gin from the Banks of the Great River 
of St. LrurencCy and to take in as well 
p the Cpafts of the Sea and the adjacent 

Iflands, 
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Iflands, as the inland Part of the Terra 
“ Jirma j and this to extend as far as may 
“ be to Virginia.^* 

It may be neceflary to explain, that 
Virginia was, at that Time, the Name of 
all the Englijh Colonies on the Continent 
of America, divided into feparate Provin- 
ces and Governments, and extending to 
the Eaftern Boundaries of what wc 
now call New-England, bordering upon 
Acadie, 

During the Time the French were 
thus in PofTeffion of this Country, feveral 
Hoftilities were committed by the two 
Nations in thofe Parts *, and, in 1654, O//- 
ver Cromwell fent thither a Fleet of En- 
glijh Ships, and took Fentagoet, which 
was delivered up to him, by the then 
Governor of j and, keeping Poffef- 
•fion of what he had fo acquired, confti- 
tuted, in the Year 1656, Colonel Thomas 
Temple, Governor of the Forts of St.. 
John and Pentagoet, as appears by the 
original Warrant which was produced, 
wherein thefe Forts are mentioned as be- 
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ing in Acadie^ commonly called Nova-- 
Scotia^ in the Parts of America^ And, in 
1662, this Acquifition ftill remaining in 
the PolTeffion of Great -Britain^ the fame 
Colonel ‘Thomas Temple was appointed 
Governor of Nova^-Scotia in Acadie by 
King Charles II. 

It was about this Time that the Count 
d'Bftrades arrived in England^ as Ambaf- 
lador from the Court of France, in order 
to demand the Reftitution of Acadie j 
whofe original Letters upon this Sub- 
je(^, have been cited as authentick Evi- 
dences of what were then deemed to be 
the Limits of the Country they wanted 
to be reftored : For Example, in his Let- 
ter of the 27th of February 1662, he 
acquaints His.Moft Chriftian Majefty, that 
certain Deputies from New-England had 
prefented a Petition to King Charles 11. 
and the Parliament of England, fetting 
forth many llrong Reafons againft the 
Reftitution of Acadie to the French, which 
he had repeated Inftrudions to demand j 
aAd ComniilTaries having at his Pehre 

beeA 
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been appointed to treat with him upon 
that Affair, he had, in the Conference's 
with them, demanded the Reftitution of 
all AcadiCy containing 8o Leagues of 
Country ; and that the Forts of Pentagoety 
Port~Royaly and La Heve^ ffould be re- 
ftored in the fame Condition they were 

in when taken. — Alfo in his Letter of 

the 13 th of March following, he calls 

Pentagoet the firft Place in jicadie. 

And in another Letter of the 25 th of 
December 1664, where he is reafoning in 
Favour of a League with Pngland, he 
fays, “ Your Majefty may alfo, by a 
“ Treaty with the King of England ^ get 

Acadie reftored from Pentagoet to 
“ Cape-Bretony containing 80 Leagues of 
« Coaft.” 

The Reftitution which the French had 
fo much defired, was at Length accom- 
pliflied by the Treaty of Breda y dated the 
2 1 ft of July 1667. This brings us to the 
fecond Period of Time, in which it was 
neceffary to examine what w'ere then the 
Limits of Acadie, 


By 
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By the Xth Article of this Treaty, the 
King of Kngland was to rellore and give 
up the Country called jicadic^ lituated in 
"Norths America, which His Moll Chriflian 
Majefty formerly enjoyed j and, for the 
com pleating thisReftitution, he was forth- 
with, after the Ratification of that Alli- 
ance, to deliver all fuch Adts and Orders, 
expedited in due Form, as were neceflary 
to that End. 

Accordingly the Englijh 'Commiflaries 
produced this very Inftrument for the 
Reftitution of Acadie to the French, dated 
the 17th of February 1667, whereby King 
Charles II. in Purfuance of the above 
Agreement, furrendered for himfelf, hia 
Heirs, &c. all that Country called Acadie, 
lying in Norths America, which the faid 
Moft Chriftian Ring did former^ enjoy, 
as namely, the Forts and Habitations of 
Fentagoet, St. John, Fort Royal, Lft 
Heve, and Cape -Sable. 

Monfieur de Ruvigny was at this Time 
at London, Ambaflador from the Court 
of France-, and it is remarkable, that in 

that 
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this Inftrumeiit there is a Marginal Nota 
oppolite to the Names of tlie above-men- 
tioned Forts, in thefe Words, viz. “ in- 
ferted at the Requefl of Moniieur de 
Rtivigny"' 

They further proved, that the Sieur Mo~ 
rillon du Bourg^ was then commiffioned, 
under the Great Seal of France, to take 
PodefTion of Acadie, and that accordingly, 
on the 2 1 ft of Odioher 1668, he demanded 
the Reftitution thereof from Sir Fhomas 
Femple, the fame Perfon mentioned be- 
fore to have been appointed Governor of 
it by King Chaides 11 . prefenting him at 
the fame Time with a Letter from the 
King of England^ dated the 3 i ft of De- 
cember 1667, under His Signet, containing 
His Majefty’s Orders for that Purpofe ; 
and that Sir Fhomas Femple making feve- 
ral Scruples- in complying therewith, al- 
ledging that Fentageot was not in Acadie, 
but in JSfova-Scotia ; King Charles 11 , dii- 
approving thefe ill-grounded Diftindlions, 
fent His final Orders to him, by another 
Letter dated the 6th of Auguji 1669, 

C therein 
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therein repeating, that it was His Ma- 
jefty’s exprefs Will and Pleafure, that he 
fhould, without any Manner of Doubt, 
Difficulties or Delay, reftore or caufe to 
be reftored to His Moft Chriftian Majefty, 
the faid Country of Acadie, as namely, 
the Forts and Habitations of Pentageot, 
St. Johriy Port-Royal, La Heve and Cape- 
Sahle, which His Moll Chriftian Ma- 
jefty 's Subje< 5 ls formerly enjoyed j and that 
he fhould conform himfelf in the Execu- 
tion thereof to what is fet down in the 
Xth and Xlth Articles of the Treaty of 
Breda : Accordingly the Pofleffion of Aca- 
die, with the faid Forts, were delivered 
on the 6th Day of July 1670, to the 
Chevalier de Grand - Fontaine, at that 
Time appointed by Commillion under the 
Great Seal of France, to receive the fame. 

The French, being again in Pofleffion, 
began frequently to make Attempts to- 
wards enlarging the Boundaries beyond 
Pentagoet, as far as St. Georges, and 
even to Kennehequi River, fituated fur- 
ther Weft ward than Pentagoet. This 

has 
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has been proved by feveral Memorials 
which had been prefented by French 
AmbafTadors, refiding at thofe Times at 
the EngUJJ:> Court, in which, when they 
were to complain of the E 7 iglifi for filh- 
ing on the Coafts of Acadie, they defcribe 
the Coafts as extending from the Ifle Per- 
ch^ which lies near Cape Roziers^ at the 
Entrance of the River St. Laurence^ to 
St. George's Ifland, lying at the Mouth 
of the River St,' George. When they were 
to vindicate their Right of importing 
Goods into Pentagoet, they infifted, that 
by the Treaty of Breda, it was decided 
to be in Acadie, and had been delivered 
up to the King their Mafter by Virtue 
thereof. It appears alfo, that when the 
Governors of Acadie were to complain to 
thofe of New-England of Encroachments 
made on their Territories, they mention 
in their Letters the River Kennebequi as 
the Boundary of the two Nations : And 
laftly, it has been ftiewn, that when Port- 
Royal was taken by the Englijh from the 
fetich ivi 1710, Monfieur Subereaife, then 

C 2 Governor 
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Governor of j4cadie, and Commandant 
of that Fort, in the Articles of Capitula^ 
tion, ftiled himfelf “ Governor of Acadie, 
“ Cape-BretoUy and the Iflands and Lands 
adjacent, from Cape Roziers of the Ri- 
ver of St. Laurence to the Weft of the 
“ River Kennebequu' It cannot be pre- 
fumed that he would have taken this Ti- 
tle, unlefs he had been warranted by his 
Commiftion. 

All the Proofs above recited were alled- 
ged to be fo much the ftronger as they 
were produced from the French Records, 
and from Reprefentations, which the 
French themfeives made of the Extent of 
this Country, whilft they were in Poflef- 
fion of it. Whence it appears, that from 
the Treaty of St. Germain's to the Treaty 
of Breda ^ and from the Treaty of Breda 
to the Time of the Treaty of TJtrecht^ 
which was the laft Period of their Poftef- 
fion, they made Acadie to comprehend 
not only the Peninfula, but alfo the Co 7 t- 
tment on the other Side of the Bay of 
Fundi j and to take in the Forts of 

Ro^aJ-:^ 
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Koyal^ Pentagoet^ and St. John^ together 
with the fame Northern and Eaftern 
Boundaries, as are now claimed by the 
Crown of Great-Britain. 

But as the Xllth Article of the Treaty 
of Utrecht transferred over to Great-Bri- 
tain Nova-Scoti a as well as Acadie 

with its Ancient Limits j it was neceflary 
to fet forth the Letters Patent, or Inflru- 
ment in Writing, by which Nova-Scotia 
was firfl ere<fled into a Colony, and from 
whence it originally took its Name. To 
this Purpofe the Englijh Commillaries pro- 
duced the Grant from King James the Ift, 
dated the loth of September 1621, to Sir 
William Alexander, afterwards Earl of 
Sterling, of certain Dlflricfts and Territo- 
ries in North- America, to be ever after 
called by the Name of Nova-Scotia', in 
which Grant, all the Lands, Continents 
and Iflands, intended to be comprifed un- 
der that Name, are there marked out by 
the fame Northern, Eaflern, and South- 
ern Limits, as we have before afcribed to 
^cadie. For this Reafon it may be fup- 

pofed, 
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pofed, the fame Territory was generally 
called either by one or the other, or by 
both thefe Names, except that Nova-Sco^ 
tia, if diftindlly confidered under this 
Grant, was bounded on the Weft by the 
River 5/. Croix j and Acadie, confidered 
by itfelf, extended a little farther Weft- 
ward to the River Pentagoet. But both 
are now included as one and the lame 
Country, being fo furrendered to Great- 
Britain by the Treaty of XJtrecht. 

To thefe Hiftorical Accounts was added 
the Evidence of Maps, both Ancient and 
Modern, French, Englijh, and Neutral 
Ones ; all which have extended the Limits 
of tlie Country, marked by them to be 
Nova-Scotia or Acadie, to comprife not 
only the whole of the Peninfula, but alfo 
Part of the Continent on the other Side of 
the Bay of Fundi. And thefe Maps were 
alfo relied upon to be fo much the ftronger 
Evidence, if Maps are at all to be relied 
on, as the Ancient Engiifi Maps have 
marked out this Extent at the Time when 
the French were in Pofteflion of that 

Country ; 
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Country ; and the Modern French Maps 
have marked out the fame fince the En- 
gUfli have been in Pofleffion of it. 

It is farther to be obferved, that this 
Territory, in moft of the Maps printed 
before the Treaty of Utrecht ^ is called by 
the Name of Nova^Scotia. So was it alfo 
called by feveral ancient Hidorians, and 
accordingly was demanded by that Name, 
on the Part of the Crown of Engla7idy 
in the Tranfa(dions previous to the Treaty 
~of Utrecht ^ whilft the French, in their 
Propofals, alFedled to call it Acadie j yet 
all the while both meant the lame Coun- 
try ; And fince it was fometimes called 
by one, and fometimes by the other, and 
oftentimes by both Names ; it was agreed 
at lad to be ceded by the Name of No^ 
va-Scotia or All Acadie, and to put it 
beyond all Difpute, the Ceflion of it 
was afterwards made by the Name of 
Nova-Scotia otherwife called Acadie. 

As therefore the Right of the Crown 
of Great-Britain to the Country claimed 
by the Name of Nova-Scotia or Acadie 

is 
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is founded on the Xllth Article of this 
Treaty, it may be proper here to infert 
the literal TranOation of it in EngUJh 
with die Original Text, as follows. 

“ ^ The moft Chriftian King fhall 
take Care, on the fame Day that the 
“ Ratifications of the prefent Peace fhall 
‘‘ be exchanged, to have delivered to 
the Queen of Great -Britain folemn 
“ and authentick Letters or Inffruments, 
“ by Virtue whereof the Illand of St, 
Chrijiopher is to be pofTefTed alone here- 
“ after by Britip Subjeds j likewife No- 
‘va Scotia or All j^cadie^ with its an- 

“ cient 

* Dominus RexChriftianiffimus eodem quo Pacis 
Prsefentis Ratihabitiones eommutabuntur die, Do- 
mini Reginze Magnae Britanniae LUeras,Tabulafve 
folennes et authenticas tradendas curabit, quarum 
vigore, Infulam Sandli Chriftophori, per fubditos 
Britannicos figillatim dehinc poffidendam, Novam 
Scotiam quoque, five Acadiam totam, Limitibus 
fuis antiquis comprehenfam, ut et Portus Regii 
Urbem, nunc Annapolin Regiam di6tam ; extera- 
omniain iftis regionibus qux ab iifdem Terris et In- 
fulls pendent, una cum earundem Infularum, Ter- 
rarum et Locorum Donrinio, Proprietate, Poflef- 

fione 


cient Limits, as alfo the City of Port- 
Royaly now called Annapolis -Roy al^ and 
“ all other Things in thofe Regions, 
which depend on the faid Lands and 
“ Idands, together with the Dominions, 
“ Propriety and Pofleffion, and all 
“ Right whatfoever, whether by treaties ^ 
“ or any other Way acquired, v/hich the 
“ Moft Chriftian King, the Crown of 
“ France^ or any of its Subjeds have 
“ hitherto had to the faid IJlandsy La7idsy 
“ and PlaceSy^ndi the Inhabitants thereof, 
“ to be yielded and transferred to the 

fione et quocunque jure, five per Patia, five alia 
modo quEefito, quod Rex Chriftianniffimus, Corona 
Galliae, aut ejufdem fubditi quicunque, ad dictas 
Infulasy Terras et Locas, eorumque Incolas Hatienus 
habuerunt, Reginae Magnae BritanniaCj ejufdemque 
Coronae, in perpetuum cedi conftabit et transferri, 
prout eadem omnia nunc cedit ac transfert Rex 
Chriftianniffimus ; Idque tarn amplis modo et for- 
ma, ut Regis ^Chriftianniffimus fubditis in diclis 
Maribus, finubus, aliifque locis ad littora Novae 
Scotiae, ed nempe quae Eurum refpiciunt, intra tri- 
ginta Leucas, incipiendo ab Infula vulgo Sable 
didfa, eaque inclusa, et Africum verfus pergendo, 
Omni Pifcatura in pofterum interdicatur, 
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“ Queen of Great -Britain^ and to Her 
“ Crown for ever, as the Moft Chriftian 
‘‘ King now yields and transfers all the 
laid Particulars : And that in fuch am- 
pie Manner and Form, that the Sub- 
“ jeds of the Mod Chriftian King lhall 
“ hereafter be excluded from all Kind of 
“ Fifliing in the faid Seas, Bays and 
other Places on the Coads oi^Nova^ 
Scotia, that is to fay, on thqfe which 
“ lye towards the South Ead, within 
30 Leagues, beginning from the Ifland 
“ commonly called Sable ^ inclulively, 
** and thence going towards the South 
“ Wed.” 

The Crown of Great-Britain^ in Con- 
fequence of this Cefllon, has ever lince in- 
dded on its Right to Nova-Scotiay or All 
Acadie^ with the fame Ancient Limits, 
with w'hich it was acquired and poflefled 
by France^ in Virtue of any former trea- 
ties or otherways. Whatever therefore 
were the Limits of this Territory, at and 
•before the Treaty of St. GermairdSy in 
1632 ; or at and before the Treaty of 
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Breda ^ in 1667 ; or at and before the 
Treaty of Utrecht ^ in 1713 ; they are flill 
the fame, reconfirmed to His Majefty by 
the late Treaty of Aix-la-’Chapelle in 
1748, founded on the Bafis of the for^. 
mer Treaties ; by the IXth Article of 
which, after fixing the Times in which 
the particular Reftitutions, there referred 
to, were to be made in the Eaji and Wejl- 
Indies, it is ftipulated, that every .Thing 
befides fhould be re-eftabliflied on the 
Foot they were, or ought to have been, 
before the War. 

Thus far having recapitulated the uni- 
form Series of Proofs, in due Order of 
Time, to juflify our Claim to what we 
call the Ancient Limits of Acadie j it is 
but juft, that We take Notice of what 
the French Commiflaries have been plcafed' 
to urge in Support of their Syftem ; by 
which they would reduce Acadie, to be a 
Part only of the Pettinfula, that goes by 
that Name. 

This they have attempted, by their Me- 
morial dated the 4th of OSiober i75t> 
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which is divided into feveral Chapters ; 
in fome Parts Hiftorical, in Tome Parts 
Argumentative ; in all Parts eli^ding. or 
evading the Point in Queftion j- rmfdting 
in feveral Inftances the Proofs referred to, 
by either tranfpbfing the Words, or ad- 
ding others ^ and from hence offering in 
the Room of the Real to fubftitute an 
Ideal jicadie^ not defcribed in any HiR 
tbry, nor mentioned in any Treaty, nor 
delineated in any Map; in which they 
neither include Porf^Royaly hitherto con- 
lidered as one of its principal Forts, nor 
have told Us what they call the Inland 
Parts of the Peninfula ; fo that Port- 
Royal is a Fort fituated in no Province, 
and Acadie is the Coafl: of a Country that 
has no Name. Such is the Syftem they 
would endeavour to fet up, which being 
founded neither on Reafon nor Reality, 
has been entirely overthrown by the Efi- 
glijh Reply, dated the 23d of January 
1753 > divided, as the French Memorial, 
under feveral Heads ; expofing in fome 
Parts the Fallacy of their Objections j 

refuting 
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refuting them in others from the Tefti- 
mony of Hiftorians, Maps and Treaties; 
and upon the Whole by a Series of Proofs 
and Arguments eftablilhing His Majefty’s 
Right to that Real Country, and thofe 
Ancient Limits, which have been fo often 
before defcribed. 

Notwithftanding all this, the Author 
of the Summary Difcujjion has adopted the 
Syftem of the French Commiffaries, with- 
out any Regard, excepting in one or two 
Inftances, to what has been urged to the 
contrary in the EngliJfj Reply. When 
therefore he forms his Arguments from 
the French Memorials, he will be anfwer- 
ed from that Reply ; and where he darts 
new Objections, they will be oppofed by 
new Proofs, which there has not yet been 
an Opportunity of producing. And fince 
the above-mentioned AbftraCt has been 
publiflicd, with a View, as it is faid, of 
reducing the Arguments on both Sides 
into a fhort and yet fufficient Compals 
to explain the Points in Qj^ftion ; and 
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this being the very Intent of the Treatife 
now offered j it will be the heft Method 
to confine it to the chief Points taken No- 
tice of in the French Treatifej and to 
confider fuch Arguments only upon thofe 
Points, as may be deduced, by way of 
Confequence, from what the French Com- 
mififaries are pleafed to call. The Letter 
and Spirit of the Treaty of Utrecht, to 
which they refer themfelves by their firft 
Memorial. 

But previous to our entring into the 
Confideration of this Treaty, it will be 
neceffary to take Notice of the Evidence 
of two Perfons, cited by the Author of 
the Swnmary TiifcuJJion, as the only two, 
who, he fays, have properly treated this 
Subjedl concerning the Limits of Acadie ; 
namely, the Sieur Denys a Frenchman, 
and Sir 'Thomas Temple an Fnglijhman : 
The firfl is defcribed as a Writer, in all 
Refpedts, worthy of Credit ; and who 
has marked out, in the moft precife Man- 
ner, that Acadie begins at the fetting out 

of 
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of the Bay Fran^oife, and extends to 
Can^eau j but in what Part of his Works 
thk precife Remark is to be found, is 
not mentioned ; and it feems only to be 
colleded from a Paflfage, wherein that 
Hiftorian gives an Account of a Tour he 
made round the Bay of Fundi ^ called by 
the French Bay Franpife ; and in com- 
ing out from thence, he calls the Coafl 
from Cape Sable to Cape Can^eau^ the 
Coaft of Acadie^ of which it certainly 
was a Part, but nothing from hence can 
be inferr’d that it was the whole Coaft. 

No better Succefs will attend the other 
Evidence of Sir Thomas Temple^ in intro- 
ducing of which a wrong Conftrudion 
is offered to be put upon the Xth Arti- 
cle of the Treaty of Breda y by blend- 
ing it with the Xllth Article of the fame 
Treaty, as if both were relative only to 
one and the fame Obje<ftj whereas the 
Stipulation in the Xth Article is confined 
folely to the Reftitution of Acadie^ and 
the Xllth to the Reftitution of all Places 
elfewhere fituated, which had been re- 

fpe(ftively 


[ 32 ] 

ipedlively taken by the two Crowns from 
one another during the preceding War, 
Accordingly the Adi of Reftitution of 
King Charles II. in purfuance thereof, is 
divided into two Parts j in the Firfl, it 
recites the Agreement made for the Re- 
ftitution of the Country called Acadie^ ly- 
ing in North- Atnerica j and accordingly 
furrenders and delivers the fame, as name- 
ly, the Forts and Habitations of Penta- 
goet, St. yohn^ Port-Royal, &c. After 
which it recites the Rellitution made of 
the Country of Cayenne in America, as be- 
ing what the Crown of England had taken 
from France before the figning of the 
faid Treaty. Whilft therefore this French 
Author is accufmg the Englijh of Illulion 
and Artifice, in wrongly applying the 
Word Ceflion inftead of Reftitution, in 
order to aflimilate, as he calls it, the 
Treaties of Breda and Utrecht-, although, 
by the Reply, it is proved to have been 
no Mifapplication at all j may we not, 
with more Juftice, retort this Accufation 
upon himfelf, for having afiimilated the 
, ' Articles 
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Articles above-mentioned, with a De- 
fign of infinuating that Pentagoet was not 
delivered up as part of dcadie in purfuance 
of the Xth Article, but was reftored as a 
Fort taken before the War, in purfuance 
of the Xllth Article ; yet even in this, 
he is not fupported by the Evidence 
which he has produced for it ; for the 
Dilpute between Sir Thomas Temple and 
the French Governor, went no farther 
than, whether Pentagoet was in Acadie 
or in Nova-Scotia ; now if that Fort had 
come under the Defcription of the Xllth 
Article, fuch a Difpute would have 
been unnecelTary j and after all, the 
Evidence of Sir Thomas Temple's Di- 
ftindlion is inconclufive in every Refpe^t : 
For firft, it muft be obferved, that it was 
overruled both by France and England at 
the Time it was made, and confequently 
is now an Authority againft the Point it is 
cited for. Secondly, if any Didinction 
could be made, he was certainly mifraken 
in the Fadt ; fince Pentagoet^ which he 
faid was in Nova-Scotia^ and not in Aca-t^ 
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dk^ was, if they were to be confiderecl di- 
ftinftly, in Acadie and not in Nova-Sco- 
iia ; and laftly, to what Purpofe are any 
fuch Diftinitions now made, fince both 
Nova- Scotia and Acadie are jointly given 
up by the Treaty of Utrecht. 

I fhall now proceed to the Proofs re- 
fulting from the Letter of this Treaty : 
The Author of the Summary Difci^on 
fets out with citing only a Part of, what 
he calls, the Xllth Article ; for in Fa(5t 
he inlerts the Words of the Ceffion and 
not of the Article. This Manner of citing 
from pretended and erroneous Tranllaticns 
has been more than once obje<5led to by 
the LngliJJo CommilTaries,. as appears by 
their Memorials, which Objection the 
above Author is plealed to fay proves only 
the Extremities one is reduced to in de- 
fending a bad Caufe. He pretends, at 
the lame Time, that the French Text is. 
the Original as well as the Latin j but it 
will prefently appear, that in fome of the 
following Citations, the Terms are very 
•dilferentj and conlequently They cannot 
. both^ 
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both be Originals. It is well known, that 
this Treaty was drawn up in the Latm^ as 
a Neutral Tongue between the contract- 
ing Parties ; the Original of which is now 
in the Secretary of State’s Office at London^ 
ligned by the proper Hand-writing of 
the refpeClive Plenipotentiaries : In a Dif- 
pute therefore between Nation and Nation, 
no Article of it ought to be produced but 
from that original Text. So that citing 
it from a Tranflation and that a falfe 
Tranflation, fhews indeed the Extremi- 
ties to which the Advocates in a bad 
Caufe are reduced, who often fhew their 
Skill in wrefting the Senfe of what makes 
againft them, by mifciting the Words, or 
when theWords make quite againft them, 
by not citing them at all. 

How flagrant doth this appear, by this 
Author's having cited only a Part of the 
Xllth Article of the Treaty, omitting the 
explanatory Words, by which the Extent 
of the Ceffion is defcribed, for after grant- 
ing Nova-Scotia or All Acadie^ with its 
antient Limits, as alfo Port-Royal^ other- 
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wife called AnnapoUs-Royal^ it further 
adds, “ And all other Things in thofe 
“ Regions which depend on the fame 
“ Lands and Idands, together with the 
“ Dominion, Property and Pofleflion of 
“ them, and all Right whatfoever by 
“ Ti'reaties^ ot 2 .Viy other Way obtained;’' 
all which Part, tho’ the mofl material, 
and upon which lies the chief Strefs of 
the Point in Queflion, has been induftri-. 
oufly paffed over by this, properly called, 
Nummary Difa(JJio?t. 

After this imperfed; Citation, it pro- 
ceeds to put the following Mifconftrudion 
upon it. It appears,, fays the Author, 
by the Terms of the Treaty of Utrecht^ 
■that the Ceffion, ftipulated by the Xllth 
Article, was reflrained to a Country fingly 
called Acadie^ with its Ancient Limits. 
As a Proof of this, he obferves, that 
Nova-Scotia is only an empty Denomi- 
nation, without having any real Exifi:- 
ence before the Treaty; for that the 
Letters Patent of King "James I. to Sir 
WilUam Alexander in 1621, produced by 

the 
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the EngUfi Commiffaries, as marking out 
a Territory to be ever after called by the 
Name of Ncva-Scotia^ was a void Grant; 
inafmuch as no PofTeffion was taken, nor 
any Government eftablidied in Purfuance 
thereof ; and from whence, therefore, 
no Confequence could be derived in Sup- 
port of our Claim to any Country by that 
Name in the prefent Difpute. 

Now not to lay any farther Strefs upon 
what has been proved, that Sir William 
Alexander did take Poffefjion of the Coun- 
try defcribed by Virtue of that Grant, let 
it fuffice to remark, that the chief Pur- 
pofe, for which the Grant was produced, 
v/as to fliew the original Rife of the 
Name of Nova- Scotia : From whence, 
by a Chain of Confequences, the follow- 
ing Inferences are to be deduced, as un- 
anfwerable Arguments, in Proof of the 
Exiftence of a Country called Nova^ 
Scotia^ and of its Original and mod: An- 
cient Boundaries. 

For dnee, from this Grant the Terri- 
tory or Didridl therein defcribed fird: ob- 
tained 
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tained the Name of Nova-Scotia, thq 
Country, afterwards called by that Name, 
muft comprife all the Lands, Iflands, 
Bays,^ &c. which palTed by the original 
Grant under the Name of Nova-Scotia. 

Therefore, if France yielded a Coun- 
try, called by that Name by the Treaty 
of Utrecht^ it yielded the Territory com- 
prifed within the Limits defcribed by the 
Deed, from whence it derived that Name. 

Hence it muft be concluded, that if 
England has now a Right to the Poftef- 
fton of Nova-Scotia^ it has a Right to the 
Pofteffion of all the Lands, Iflands, Bays, 
Sic. to which this Grant originally gave 
the Name of Nova-Scotia ; except what 
has been referved to France by the Treaty 
before-mentioned. 

Accordingly it was with a View to 
this Grant, as well as to former Treaties, 
that the Crown of Great -Britain de- 
naanded this Country at the Treaty of 
Vt7'ccht^ by the Name of Nova-Scotia or 
jdcadie, which, we contend, by a natural 
Conftrudion, implies a Country called by 

either 
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cither one or the other of thofe Names, 
We have fliewn, that it was fometimes 
called by one and fometimes by the other, 
long before the Treaty of Utrecht fince 
therefore it was agreed, by the Xllth 
Article, to be yielded up under both thofe 
Denominations j and fince the actual Cef- 
fion of it was afterwards made by a yet 

clearer Defcription, in naming it Nova- 
Scotia^ otherwife called ^cadie j how 
groundlefs is the Prefumption, now to 
afiert, that France did not, and could not, 
make a Ceflion of any Country called 
Nova-Scotia ^ 

But we find this Attempt of perfuad- 
ing us out of the Name of Nova-Scotia^ 
is with a ‘Defign not only to confine the 
Cefiion folely to a Country called Acadie^ 
but alfo to limit general Acadie to that 
particular Part of it, which from all Ages 
they fay had no other Name. For now 
the French argue, that the Treaty muft 
be confirued to refirain the Ceifion to a 
certain Ancient Acadie, properly fo called, 
difiinguilhed from the Countries, to which 

the 
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the fame Name might have been given j 
and this new Name of Ancient Acadie 
they afcribe to the South-Eaflern Coaft of 
the Peninfula^ in Exclufion of all other 
Parts of the Province, which had any pe- 
culiar Names to diftinguifli them from 
each other, though they were all com- 
prifed under the general Appellation of 
Acadie, By this Method of Reafoning, 
we might as juflly pretend to prove, that 
no Province in France, except that which 
is named L'ljle de France, properly fo 
called, ought to be deemed to be within 
the Ancient Limits of the Kingdom of 
France, But how vain is it to ufe 
Subtleties and Refinements to reftrain a 
Cefiion, which by the very Terms of it 
was intended to be made v/ith the utmofi: 
Latitude, and in the rnoft extenlive Man- 
ner ; for by the Article above cited, the 
(jrant of Nova~Scotia or All Acadie is 
made, together with all the Dominion, 
** Property, and Pofleffion of the faid 
IJlands, Lands, and Places, and all 
‘‘ Right whatfoever, whether by Trea- 
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ties or otherways, which the Mollr 
Chriftian King, the Crown of France 
“ or any of its Subjed:s have hitherto had^ 
“ HaBenus habiierunt” Hence it is ma- 
nifeft, firft, that the Grant of Acadie is 
not to be reftrained to a fingle Sea Coaft 
of a Country, but mu ft denote a Pro- 
vince or Territory containing all the 
IJlands^ Landsy and Places^ which France 
had hitherto been poftefled by any former 
Treaty or otherways : And in the fecond 
Placej the Word hitherto deftroys all No- 
tion of an Ancient Acadie. and brings 
down the Defeription of the Country to 
what it was at the very Time when 
France gave it up j for fo the Word 
HaBenus in the original Text of this Ar- 
ticle muft imply. 

The next Argument for reftraining 
Acadie to the South-Eaftern Coaft of the 
Peninfulay is becaufe Port-Royaly otherwife 
called Annapolis-Royaly which lies on the 
other Side of it, was ceded by the Xllth 
Article in feparate Terms, namely, as alfo 
Port-Royaly See, in Anfwer to this, it has 
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been infifted upon on our Part, that the 
particular Stipulation for theCeffion orRe- 
Ritution of a Fort, never was deemed to 
feparate it from the Province to which it 
belonged : To this Purpofe three feveral 
Treaties were referred to in the Reply, as 
Inflan ces, where, befides the general Cef- 
fion of a Territory, the Towns and Fort- 
reffes fitiiated therein, have alfo been fpe- 
cified in the fame Article : The Author of 
the French Difeuflion obferves, that the 
two laft of thefe Treaties, were only Co- 
pies or literal Tranflations of the firft 5 be 
it fo, lince it proves the Precedents to be 
more compleat and uniform. It appears, 
by the Vllth Article of that Treaty, con- 
cluded between France and the States- 
General at Utrecht the i.ith of April 
1713, That the Ceffion Upper Guelder 
to the King of FruJJia wasmade in gene- 
ral Words, and yet the Towns, Baily- 
wicks, and Lordlhips of Strahlen, Wacht- 
endonck^ &c. were afterwards particularly 
Ipecified, although they were Dependents 
on the Town of Guelder : Upon, this the 

French 
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^ench Author has obferved, that it Is not 
a parallel Cafe to the prefent, becaufe that 
Article did not make a Ceffion of . all 
Guelder, but only of what His Prujjian 
Majefty poffefTed mUpper-Guelder-, where- 
as with Regard to the Point here in Q^f- 
tion, the Treaty of Utrecht makes a Cef- 
iion of all Acadie ; from whence he de- 
duces this Diftinition, that in yielding all 
Acadie, there was no Neceflity of fpeci- 
fying Port-Royal, if it was any Part of it ; 
whereas in treating for a Part only of 
Guelder, the Enumeration of all the Parts 
yielded up was indifpenfible : J^QW, in 
Anfwer to this Diftindlion without a 
Difference, it mu ft be obferved, that the 
Town of Guelder, wdth its Prsfedlure and 
Bailywick, and all its Dependencies, were 
•yielded in general Terms, fpecifying af- 
•ter wards, as alfo the Towns and^ Lord- 
•Ihips of Strahlen, Wachtendonck, &c. and 
^yet their being fo fpecified, was never pre- 
iumed to imply that they were not Parts 
.of what had been before given up by 
the general Ceflion. So w? argue that 
Port-Royal was, dependent upon Acadie, 
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^nd yet was particularly named in the 
Article of Ceffion, but being fo named, 
did not therefore feparate it from its 
Dependency. — That it was dependent^ ap- 
pears plainly by the fubfequent Words of 
the Article, which after giving up all 
Acadie, as alfo Port-Royal^ adds, “ And 
all other Things in thofe Parts, v/hich 
depend on the faid Lands and Iflands, 
&cP Thefe fubfequent Words, fo 
very material to clear up all Difficulties 
in this Dilpute, the French Author, in his 
ufual candid Manner, has wholly fupprelled. 

No lefs unfair has He been in the Ufe 
he would make of his French Tranfla- 
tion of the latter Part of the lame Ar- 
ticle, which, by the Words being tranf- 
pofed, he would infinuate determined the 
Extent of the Ceffion, by excluding the 
Subjects of His Moft Chriftian Majefty 
from fiffiing in the Seas, Bays, and other 
Places, within thirty Leagues of the Coaft 
of Nova-Scotia to the South-Eaft, begin- 
ning from the Ifland commonly called 
Sable ^ and ftretching from thence to the 
South- Weft. Hence he pretends that 
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this is a Defcription of what were the 
Seas of Acadie ; namely, that they were 
the Seas, which begin from the Ifland 
called Sable, and go from thence to 
the South-Weft, and then he defires the 
Reader only to caft his Eyes on the Map, 
to fee that this Defcription of the Seas of 
Acadie, can be reconciled only to the 
Limits of what the French call Antient 
and Proper Acadie : But the Reader is 
firft defired to caft his Eyes on the ori- 
ginal Text of this Article, where he will 
find the Falacy both of the Citation and 
of the Conftrudtion that is put upon it ; 
for in defcribing in what Parts the French 
fhould be excluded from filhing, it is not 
faid on the Coafts of Nova-Scotia in ge- 
neral, but “ on the Coafts of Nova^ 
Scotia, that is to fay, on thofe which 
lie on the South Eaft.” This therefore 
■is not a Defcription of all the Seas and 
Coafts of Nova-Scotia, but only of thole^ 
which lie on the South-Eaft Side, which 
implies that the Country given up had Seas 
and Coafts on the other Sides ; we find alfo 
jchat Mention is made all along of the 
^ Sea$ 
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Seas and Coafts of Nova-Scotia, in the 
plural Number, contrary to the Poll don 
which the French would lay down, that 
the whole conlifts of one Coaft only, 
Laftly let it be particularly remarked, that 
thefe are here named the Coafts of Nova’- 
Scotia^ and not of Jicadie, and yet they 
are the lame Coafts which the French 
Commiflaries would call Acadie upon the 
foie Foundation of their having never been 
called by any other Name. 

. But if Acadicy fays this Antagonift, 
comprehends all the Coafts from Cape~ 
Can^eau to the Entrance of the River of 
jS/. Laurence y it would refult from thence, 
that all the Iflands, fttuated in the Gulph 
of that Name, would belong to Great- 
Britain. But, fays he, the Treaty of 
Utrecht declares the contrary, in the moft 
formal, precife, and clear Manner, namely, 
by the Xlllth Article; And fo we allow 
it does ; but it being by Way of Excep- 
tion, proves, in the moft formal, pre- 
cife, and clear Manner, that all the Iflands, 
within the Gulph of ^t. LaurencCy were, 
.at the Time of making this Treaty, 
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underftood to be within the Limits of 
Ancient Acadie, juft as it was defcribed 
by the Englijb Commiftaries in their firft 
Memorial. For France having yielded 
all Acadie by the Xllth Article j and it 
being neverthelefs agreed, that it fhould 
referve thefe Iflands j it was ftipulated 
in the latter Part of this XHIth Article, 
by Way of Exception to what had been 
given up before, in the following Man- 
ner. “ Infula verOy Cap-Breton di5fa^ nf, 
alice quae-vis^ tarn in OJiio Fluvii 

Sandii Laurenfi'i, quam in jinn ejnfdem 
“ nominis ‘Gallici yuris in pojterum 
“ ermty From hence it appears, that 
the Ifland called Cape-Breton^ together 
with all others, both in the Mouth of the 
River of Laurence ^ and within the 
Gulph of the ‘fame Name, were in Aca^ 
die, but agreed to remain under the French 
Jurifdidion, notwithftanding the Country, 
to which they belonged, was given up 
by the preceding Article. 

Here I mu ft obferve, that this Part of 
the Xlllth Article is alfo wrongly cited 
in the French Difcuftion; which is the 
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more inexcufable, as the Author miifl: KaVd 
known, that the Englijh Commillaries, in 
' their Memorials, had before complained 
of its having been fo wrongly cited by 
the French Commiffaries, who, in reclaim-* 
ing the Ifland of Canceau to be under the 
French Jurifdi<5lion, as being excepted in 
the Xlllth Article above-mentioned, did 
for that Purpofe change the Words of 
that Article, in fuch a Manner, as to 
make the Exception therein contained ex- 
tend to all the I Hands in the Month of the 
Gulph of St. Laurence j whereas the Ar- 
ticle in the Original excepts only the 
IHands in the ' Mouth of the Fiver ^ and 
•within the Gulph of St. Laurence. 

In this Manner the French Advocates 
would curtail the Acquifition we claim 
by Virtue of the Treaty of Utrecht', 
to the Words of which they have ap* 
pealed, yet avoided to cite the moft 
efiential Part j and either mifeited or 
mifeonftrued all the others relative to the 
Point in Queftion. How then could it 
be imagined, that fuch an Attempt, to 

deceive or miflead the Judgment of the 
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feveral Courts of "Europe^ in which their 
Memorials and this Difcuffion have been 
diftributed, would have been pafTed over 
by Us, without that Animadverfion it de- 
ferves, or without a proper Vindication of 
His Majefty’s Right, by a fair Reprefenta- 
tion of the Letter of the Treaty, which 
the French Commiflaries, not being able 
to withftand, when expoled in its true and 
genuine Light, have endeavoured, if we 
may borrow the Expreffions made ufe of 
in the Difcuffion, a Voffufquer^ a le faire 
di/paroitrCy a le noyer pour ainfi dire ^ 8cc. 

But, not to dwell any longer on Cavils 
of this Nature, I ffiall only add this ge- 
neral Obfervation, that when a Ceffion of 
a Country has been made, in purfuance of 
a Treaty, to queftion the Validity of the 
Ceffion, merely from Criticifms on the 
Words of the Treaty, will be the Means 
of keeping up eternal Difputes ; Dilputes 
about Words, of ail others the mod tri^ 
fling. Therefore, to put an End to thefe, 
let us now examine the Spirit of the Trea- 
ty, lince the Commiflaries of His Mod 
Chridian Majedy have, in a Manner pro- 
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mifed to abide by the Confequences, that 
may be derived from thence. 

By the Spirit of the Treaty muft be 
meant the Effect it ought to have towards 
the End, for which it was made j and, 
to determine this, we muft confider upon 
what Motives, and in what Manner, it 
was agreed upon and concluded. 

The Encroachments of the French^ 
gaining upon Us, as has been before re- 
lated, from Pentagoet to St, George's 
Fiver y and even farther Weft wards to the 
River Kefinebequi, muft have occafioned 
frequent Difputes concerning the Limits 
of fuch neighbouring Territories, poflefled 
fometimes by one, fometimes by the other, 
and often jointly by both. This made it 
neceflary, for the Prefervation of the Har- 
mony, which was intended to be efta- 
bliftied, that thofe bordering Diftri»ft:s 
ftiould be united under one foie Jurif- 
did:ion. For while two fuch powerful 
Nations, jealous of each other, were fo 
near to each other, it cannot be imagined 
they could long live in a peaceable Si-" 
tuation, 

The 
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The Treaty therefore was agreed uporl 
from the Motive of living in a more peace- 
able Manner in thofe Parts, as appears 
by the Preamble, which recites, “ That 
“ it was to eftablifh an univerfal Peace 
“ between the two Crowns, and the Sub- 
** je(5ls of both, as well without as with- 
* ‘ in that a peaceable eighbour- 

“ hood might at all Times flourifh.” 

But if, after this, only a Part of the 
Peninjiila, and that the moft diftant 
from our Colonies, was to be given up as 
Acadle, what was to become of all the 
near adjoining Parts ? And how could a 
peaceable Neighbourhood fublift and flou- 
rifh, if the French were to remain Maf- 
tCrs of the intermediate Space between 
the Eaftern Coaft of the Peninfula and 
New-England ? Whereas, by-the FngUJh 
being put into Pofleffion of ail Acadte^ 
with the Atlantick Sea on one Side, and 
the Gulph and River of St. Laurence on 
the other, as it’s natural Boundaries, the 
two Nations might be fuppofed to be fo 
feparated from each other, as to remove 
all farther Caufe of Jealoulies, 
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To this the Author of the Difcuffion 
has oppofed two Confiderations, which 
He mentions, as being of great Weight. 

The Firft is, that, at the Time of 
making the Treaty, it was not the /»- 
tention of the Parties to allow Acadie that 
Extent, which the Englijh now pretend to 
give it. He cites, for that Purpofe, the An- 
fwer of Lewis XIV, dated yune lo, 1712, 
to the Propolition then made by the Eng- 
UJh to leave Cape-Breton^ as a neutral 
Illand, common to both Nations. He 
exults over the Englijh Commillaries, as 
having themfelves produced this Anfwerj 
and then, in his ufual Method, leaves out 
the material Part, for which it was pro- 
duced. For firft, he pretends to quote 
thefe Articles, to Ihew the Intention of 
the Parties, and yet does not infert the 
Preamble which explains that Intention^ 
and which appears to have been directly 
the fame as mentioned above ; fince it 
recites, ** that Experience had made it 
“ too vifible, how impoflible it was to 
“ preferve Peace, in Places polTelTed in 
common by the French and Englijh'.* 
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The Experience, here alluded to, was 
their being jointly in Poffeffion of the 
Illand of St, Chrijiophers^ and of the 
Northern Extremity of the Continent of 
America^ when the Boundaries of New- 
England and Acadte^ being only divided 
by Inland Rivers, ‘gave Occaiion to fre- 
quent Hoftilities between two Rival- 
Nations fo near to each other. This was 
the Foundation of the Englifi demanding 
the foie Pofleffion of the Bland of St. 
Chrijiopher^ as alfo of All Acadie^ con- 
formably to its Ancient Limits ; which, 
it is evident, the French King fuppofed, 
at that Time, to reach to the Extremity 
of the Land on the Side of the Gulph of 
St. Laurence j for he proceeds, in his An- 
fwer to obferve, that “ the EngUjh be- 
“ ing Mafters of Acadie and Newfound- 
“ land^ the Navigation of that Gulph 
“ would be rendered precarious, if the 
“ Entrance of it was not fecured by his 
“ Refervation of the Ifland of Cape-Bre- 
ton folely to himfelf. This implies, 
that he confidered the Gulph as fituated 
between two Territories, of which the 
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^nglijld were to be pofTcfTed, by the 
Treaty. And this is more manifeftly 
. explained by the Provifo he offers, 
which the French Advocate has alfo 
, thought fit not to mention, namely, 
“ That the Fortifications He intended to 
eredl at Cape-Breton and on the Iflands 
“ in the Mouth of the River ^ and in the 
“ Gulph of St. Laurence^ were made 
only for the Security of the Country, 
“ and could never be of any Detriment 
‘‘ to the Neighbouring Illes and Pro- 
“ vinces.” From hence nothing can be 
more plain than that Lewis XIV. con- 
fidered Acadie as being in the Neighbour- 
hood of the River and of the Gulph of 
St. Laurence^ agreeably to the Northern 
and Eaftern Limits the Englijh Commif- 
faries have all along afcribed to it : And 
as to the Intent of the Parties with refpecjf 
to the Weflern Limits, we may appeal to 
the farther Propofals made by Lewis XIV. 
in the fame Memorial of the loth of 
June above cited, and in another dated in 
September following j in both which He 
offers an equivalent for Acadie , “ which 
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“ if confented to by the Qaeen of Great-^ 
“ 'Britain^ the River St. George fhould 
“ thereafter be the Boundary, as the Eng- 
“ lijh had formerly pretended.” Oblerve 
that thefe were Anfwers to a Memorial 
that had been delivered by the Court of 
Great-Britain dated the 29th of May 
1712 ; wherein the Ceffion of Nova- 
Scotia or Acadie was demanded, in ge- 
neral Terms, according to its ancient 
Limits, well underftanding, that as thefe 
had been fixed by former Treaties, there 
would be lefs Room for Difputes than if 
they were to be fettled by any new Agree- 
ment ; and it was the French King who 
thus pointed out its particular Boundaries, 
Thefe, in his Opinion, were the antient 
Limits nf that Acadie which he was go- 
ing to transfer to Us, and confequently 
the Grant of it muft be taken according 
to the Intention of the Parties at the Time 
of making it, and by the Rule of Con- 
ftrucftion ftrongly againft him who makes 

it. 
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sion of the Parties at the Time of con- 
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eluding the Treaty, I {hall proceed to 
confider the Manner of its Execution, 
which was the fecond Point propofed by 
the French Author, as being of great 
Weight in this Difcuflion : Upon this. 
He obferves, that from the Conclufion of 
the Treaty of Utrecht, to the Conclufion 
of the late Treaty of Aix-la-Chapelle, the 
Englijh never pretended to make Settle- 
ments in the Gulph of St. Laurence. 
If the Iflands in the Gulph are here 
meantj it is true, the Englijh have formed 
no Pretenfions thereto, {lri(5tly adhering 
to what was ftiptilated by the Xlllth Ar- 
ticle of the Treaty of Utrecht: But if, 
by this vague Expreflion, it is meant, that 
We never form’d any Pretenfions to the 
Continent bounded by the Gulph of St. 
Laurence, it will appear, on the contrary, 
by the moft concluhve Evidence, that 
the Englijh not only formed Pretenfions, 
but actually took Poflefiion both of that 
Part of the Continent, as alfo of all the 
Coafls round the Bay of Fundi, and of 
the Whole Peninfula, under the Name 
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of Nova-Scotia or Acadie, by Virtue of 
the Ceffion made immediately after the 
Treaty. And with Regard to the French 
being fuffered peaceably and quietly to 
enjoy the Settlements they had before 
made therein, as fuggefted by the French 
Author, it is manifeftly to be accounted 
for, upon the Terms, that were ftipu- 
lated by the XIVth Article of the fame 
Treaty, which he has entirely omitted to 
make any Mention of, although material 
to the Point in Queftion, and whereby it 
was provided, “ That in all the Places 
and Colonies to be yielded and reftored 
“ by the Mod; Chrid:ian King in purfu- 
ance of this Treaty, his Subjeds might 
“ have Liberty to remove themfelves 
. “ within a Year to any other Place, as 
“ they fhould think fit, together with all 
their moveable Effeds ; but thofe who 
“ were willing to remain there, and to 
“ be fubjed to the Kingdom of Greats 
“ Britain, fhould enjoy the free Exer- 
“ cife of their Religion, according to the 
“ Ufage of the Church of Rome, as far 
^ ^ H “ as 
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“ as the Laws of Great-Britain would 
“ allow the fame.” 

In purfuance of this Agreement, the 
Fre?tch had their Option, cither to quit the 
Country, or to remain Subjedts of the 
Crown of Great-Britain, upon the Con- 
ditions above-mentioned. And, hnce the 
Tranfadlions hereupon are very material, 
I fhall beg Leave briefly to ftate them from 
the authentick Records, now in the Pof- 
feflion of the Board for Trade and Plan- 
tations. 

We find, that immediately after the 
Ratification of this Treaty, Notice of it 
had been fent to Francis Nicholfon, Efq> 
at that Time the Fnglijh Governor of 
Nova-Scotia j and to Mr. St. Ovide, the- 
French Commandant at JLouiJbourg : 
Whereupon Commiflaries were appoint- 
ed, on each Side, for carrying the fame 
into Execution ; who, as appears, by their 
Report of the 30th of Auguji 1714, went 
to Port-Royal, Minas, BeaubaJJiny Cofe- 
quid, and feveral other Places on theCoafis, 
and inland Parts, of Nova-Scotia, at each 
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of which they afTembled together all the 
Inhabitants, to whom they read the Trea- 
ty, together with the Queen of Eng- 
land's Letter, promiling them her Pro- 
tedion, and the free Exercife of their 
Religion, in Cafe they would abide under 
the E7iglijh Government i after which they 
read the Propofal made by His Mod 
Chridian Majedy Lewis XIV. promiling 
to all, that would continue his Subjeds, 
and go to Louijhourg^ to furnilh Ships of 
Tranfport for them and their Effeds, with 
Provilions for a Twelvemonth, and an 
Exemptbn from all Duties upon the 
Trade, that they Ihould carry on in the 
faid Kland for the Space of Ten Years. — 
In purfuance of thefe Promifes, fuch of 
the French Inhabitants, as were willing 
to continue the Subjeds of His Mod 
Chriftian Majefty, figned a Declaration 
exprefling the fame, and were foon after 
tranfported with their Effeds to Louif- 
bourg. 

With Regard to thofe,who were content 
to abide under the Englijh Government, 
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nothing more was required, at that Time, 
than their taking and fubfcribing an Oath, 
'whereby they promifed and fwore to be 
faithful and bear true Allegiance to Her 
Majefty the Queen of Greaf-Britaln. 

Upon Her Majefty’s Demife, Officers 
were appointed to go round to all the 
Places of chief Note, to proclaim His 
, Mdjefty King George I. King of Greaf- 
Britain^ and Sovereign of Nova-Scotia ; 
which Proclamation was accordingly made 
in the Months of March and April, 1715, 
at Annapohs-Boyal, BeaubaJJin, St. John, 
and Penfagoet ; and the Oaths, as above, 
refpedively taken, and fubfcribed, by the 
Prench and Englijh Inhabitants in thofe 
Places. 

The fame Ceremony was performed 
upon the Acceffion of our prefent Moft 
Gracious Sovereign George II. in the 
Months of September and Odiober, 1727^ 
at Annapohs-Boyal, ChineSlou, Minas, Pi^ 
fiquid, and St. John. 

In this Manner Pofleffion was taken,^ 
and the Right of Sovereignty kept up, in 
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all the interior Parts of the Peninfula,^ 
and round all the Coafts of the Bay of 
Fundi, agreeably to what is claimed by 
Virtue of the Treaty of Utrecht. And 
the French Advocate, by thus reminding 
Us of the Manner, in which it was exe- 
cuted, has given Us an Opportunity com- 
pleatly to overthrow the whole Syftem of 
confining Acadie to the narrow Limits, 
to which the French CommifiTaries would 
reduce it : For it refults from hence, — 
That fuch of the French Inhabitants of 
the feveral Diftrids above-mentioned, who 
went away at the Time of the Treaty 
of Utrecht, acknowledged, by that De- 
fertion, their Settlements to be tranf- 
ferred to our Dominion : — Thofe, who 
remained, and accepted our Terms, have, 
by that Submiflion, acknowledged the 
fame : — And laftly, thofe, who have 
been found within thofe Territories, with- 
out complying with Our Terms, have 
been warned by Us to quit their Settle- , 
ments, in Confequence of the fame Right 
Sovereignty hitherto kept up and ex. 
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erclfed by Us ever fince the Treaty. This 
is what the Author of the Difcujjion 
calls changing and overthrowing all the 
PolTeffions of the French in America^ 
banifliing them from thence, and expofing 
all Europe to fee the Fire of War kindled 
by fuch Enterprizes. 

But the Enterprizes, to Ipeak more 
properly, that have brought the two Na- 
tions to the Brink of War, are thofe 
unjuftifiable Encroachments, which the 
French have made on the very Diftrids, 
to which we have evidently proved our 
Right. Witnefs, their having built the 
Fort of Beau-fejour on the Ifthmus of the 
Peninfula^ the Fort of Gafpereau on the 
Bay called Bay-Verte^ and their eftablifh- 
ing a Fort and Garrifon on the River Sf, 
yohn^ which the French Author feems to 
juftify, from its Utility in opening a Com- 
munication between Louishourg and 
bec. But what muft appear to the World 
unwarrantable, in every View, is, that 
all the Forts abovementioned have been 
eroded fince the Treaty of Aix-la-Cha^ 
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pelle j they have been ereded on Diftrids, 
the Rio;ht to which was fubmitted to be 
decided by an amicable Negociation ; and 
they have been ereded even during the 
Time that Negociation was carrying on. 
This muft imply a premeditated Defign 
of maintaining the Pofleffion, even though 
the Right fhould be decided againft it j 
and this will fufficiently juftify his Ma- 
jefty in demolilhing thofe Forts by the 
Force of Arms, after having eftablilhed 
his Right by the Force of Reafon. 

Here then we may reft the Queftion ; 
and to that Purpofe, in like Manner, as 
in the French Difcuffion, I have endea- 
voured to reduce the Arguments, on both 
Sides, into as Ihort a Compafs, as was 
-confiftent with the neceflary Explanation 
of the Points in Difpute : With this 
Difference, That, as the French Abftrad 
has followed the Plan of their Memo- 
rials, in half- citing and quite mifconftruing 
the Articles of the Treaty, on which the 
Difcuffion is founded; this Treatife has 
purfued the nobler Example fhewn in the 

Englijh 


C 6+ ] 

EngUJh Memorials, in openly defcriblng 
what We claim, and in fairly producing 
the Arguments in Support of it : With 
this further Difference alfo. That, as the 
French Author founds the Alarm to all the 
Courts of Europe^ inlinuating to them their 
own imaginary Danger, and calling out 
for their Joint- Aid to reduce the All-en- 
groffing Power of the EngUJh ; We, on 
our Side, confine the Difpute fingly, as it 
ought to be, between the Crown of France 
and ourfelves ; Far from defiring to in- 
volve all Europe in a general War, We 
adl only in our own Defence, and make 
Reprifals for the Injuries We have re- 
ceived from thofe, who have invaded 
our Rights, and were the First 
Ag gressors in the Qjuarrel. So that, 
if any of the neighbouring Powers fliould 
think it neceffary to take a Part in the 
Difpute, they will find, from the Reafons 
here produced, that, by fiding with Us, 
they will fide with the Caufe of Truth and 
Juftice. 
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